

























































































































































































Comparisons: Page 1 of 1
. . Report Dats: 10 Apr-06 11:.05 AM
CETIS Analysis Detail Analysis:  16-2217-9453/B153825hac
I Hyallela 42-d Survival, Growth, and Reproduction Sediment Test CH2ZM Hilt |
Endpoint Analysis Type SampleLink ControlLink Date Analyzed Version '
28d Proportion Survived Comparison 15-8101-9572 1581019572 10 Apr-06 11:05 AM CETISV1.1.2
mﬂ ————— - ——
Method At H Data Transform Zeta (| NOEL LOEL Toxic Units Chv PMSD
Wilcoxon Rank Sum Two-Sample C>T Rank <100 100 N/A 6.97%
L —— =
Group Comparisons )
Control vs Conc-% Statistic Critical PValue Ties DecIsion{0.05)
Diution Sediment 100 15 0.0040 0 Significant Effact
- ——
ANOVA Table
Source Sum of Squares Mean Square OF F Statistic  P-Value Decislon(0.05)
Between 3.553724 3.553724 1 382.35 0.00000 Significant Effect
Error 0.0743553 0.005284 8
Total 3.62807959 3.5630187 9
b ___ e ————
ANOVA Assumptions '
Attribute Tost Statistic Critical P-Value Daclsion{0.01)
Variances Modified Levene 1.60000 11.25862 0.24150 Equal Variances
Distribution Shapiro-Wilk W 0.62470 0.00011 Non-nommal Distribution
Data Summary Orlginll Data Transformed Data
Conc-% Control Type Count Mean Minimum Maximum SD Mean Minimum Maximum SD
1] Dilution Sedim & 0.96000 0.80000 1.00000 0.08944 8.00000 6.00000 8.50000 1.11803
100 5 0.00000 0.00000 0.00000 0.cooo0 3.00000 3.00000 3.00000 0.00000
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APPENDIX B
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Linear Regression: Page 2 of 2

. . ! Report Date: 06 Mar-06 9:39 AM
CETIS Analysis Detail Analysis: 04-2014-8908/haal056
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Linear Regression: Page 2 of 2
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